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BUREAU OF THE MINT, 








/J 


July 25, 1892. 


The Superintendent, U. S. Mint, 

Philadelphia, Pa. 


Sir: 


Referring to your letter of the 23rd# inst., relative to the 
introduction of a gas plant in your mint, I would say that I have 
no recollection of having stated that I would offer no further ob¬ 
jection to the introduction of the plant proposed by Mr. Reichhelm, 
If I made any such statement I did not understand the nature of the 
proposition to which I was giving my assent. 

I need hardly say that it has been my policy, and will con¬ 
tinue to be, to ST: 5 )ply the institutions under the control of this 
bureau with the very best and most approved appliances for the exe- 
cut ion .of the important work of coinage. I believe that Government 
institutions should have the very best machinery and appliances that 
private institutions have for the same character of work. 

My objection to the acceptance of Mr# Reichhelm*s proposition 
is, first, the increased danger to the mint at Philadelphia which 
is alrea(3y overcrowded, and second, the very large expense at a 
time when Congress has just appropriated for a new mint. 

I have discussed the subject of this gas plant with Mr. Mason 
of the New York Assay Office, and with Dr. Tuttle of your mint, and 
also with Mr. Martin, the Melter and Refiner of t^ie A^Pay Office at 
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New Yorko I authorized Mr. Mason, if he and Mr^ Martin were of 
the opinion that the inktroduction of such a plant would not in¬ 
crease the risk from fire, to introduce such a plant in the assay 

office at New York* Mr. Mason and Mr. Martin were both of the 

> 

opinion that it would increase the risks of fire and, therefore, 

would not recommend its introduction. 

As it is not essential to the mint at Philadelphia at present 

. 

it seems to me that we would not be justified in incurring this 
additional risk in the dilapidated and crowded building at present 
occupied by the mint. 

Possibly the planjb proposed could be moved to the new building 

% 

but very many changes would be necessary and the probabilities are 

y 

that when we came to move it it would be found more economical to 

♦ . 

get a new plant. 

Por these reasons I withhold my approval of the proposition 

« • 

of Mr ♦ Re i chhe Im. 


Very respectfully. 
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Treasury Department, 

Bureau of the Mint, 
Washington, D.C., 

July 25, 1892 

The Superintendent, U.S. Mint, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

Sir: 


Referring to your letter of the 23rd. inst., relative to the introduction of a gas plant in your 
mint, I would say that I have no recollection of having stated that I would offer no further 
objection to the introduction of the plant proposed by Mr. Reichhelm. If I made any such 
statement I did not understand the nature of the proposition to which I was giving my assent. 

I need hardly say that it has been my policy, and will continue to be, to supply the 
institutions under the control of this bureau with the very best and most approved appliance for 
the execution of the important work of coinage. I believe that Government institutions should 
have the very best machinery and appliances that private institutions have for the same character 
of work. 

My objection to the acceptance of Mr. Reichhelm’s proposition is, first, the increased 
danger to the mint at Philadelphia which is already overcrowded, and second, the very large 
expense at a time when Congress has just appropriated for a new mint. 

I have discussed the subject of this gas plant with Mr. Mason of the New York Assay 
Office, and with Dr. Tuttle of your mint, and also with Mr. Martin, the Melter and Refiner of the 
Assay Office at New York. I authorized Mr. Mason, if he and Mr. Martin were of the opinion 
that the introduction of such a plant would not increase the risk from fire, to introduce such a 
plant in the assay office at New York. Mr. Mason and Mr. Martin were both of the opinion that it 
would increase the risks of fire and, therefore, would not recommend its introduction. 

As it is not essential to the mint at Philadelphia at present it seems to me that we would 
not be justified in incurring this additional risk in the dilapidated and crowded building at present 
occupied by the mint. 

Possibly the plant proposed could be moved to the new building, but very many changes 
would be necessary, and the probabilities are that when we came to move it it would be found 
more economical to get a new plant. 

For these reasons I withhold my approval of the proposition of Mr. Reichhelm. 

Very respectfully, 

E.O. Leech 

Director. 



